REMARKS 

Applicants thank the Examiner for the courtesies he extended during a telephone 
interview on August 21, 2007. During the interview applicants' representative and the Examiner 
discussed possible amendments to overcome the pending rejections. The Examiner explained 
that he believed the novelty of the invention was in the treatment of the surface for use cold seal 
adhesion. Applicants have amended the claims in accordance with the Examiner's suggestion. 

Claims 1-18 stand rejected under 35 USC 1 12, first paragraph, as failing to comply with 
the written description requirement. More specifically, the examiner stated that the specification 
does not contain support for the limitation "a polyolefin resin layer containing up to 1% by 
weight ethylene." This language has been removed from the claims. Accordingly, this rejection 
is now moot. The claims now specify that this layer includes a propylene homopolymer. This 
amendment is supported by the specification on page 8, lines 16-25. 

Claims 1-18 stand rejected under 35 USC 103(a) as being unpatentable over Cretekos in 
view of Applicant's admissions and Spence. This rejection is respectfully traversed. 
Independent claims 1 and 5 have been amended to include a cold seal adhesive layer on the 
discharge-treated surface that includes at least 0.5 atomic % nitrogen functional groups. As 
explained on page 6, line 22 to page 7, line 6, a skin layer with the claimed composition and 
surface treatment has been found to improve the adhesion of the cold seal adhesive layer. 

Cretekos only describes a film that can include a skin for "heat sealing." See Cretekos, 
Abstract. Accordingly, not only does Cretekos fail to describe or suggest the claimed cold seal 
adhesive layer, Cretekos actually teaches against using this type of adhesive layer on the claimed 
film. Spence further fails to describe the claimed film with the cold seal adhesive layer. Since 
none of the cited reference describe or claim the claimed film including the cold seal adhesive 
layer, this rejection should be withdrawn. 

Claims 1-18 stand rejected under 35 USC 103(a) as being unpatentable over Bothe in 
view of Applicant's admissions and Spence. Claims 1-18 stand rejected under 35 USC 103(a) as 
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being unpatentable over Peiffer in view of Applicants admissions and Spence. As detailed 
above, the independent claims have been amended to claim a polyolefin film that has a propylene 
homopolymer layer that has been discharge treated to include 0.5 atomic % nitrogen functional 
groups and a cold seal adhesive layer on the discharge treated surface. None of the cited 
references describe or claim the claimed film including the discharge treatment and cold seal 
adhesive layer. Accordingly, this rejection should be withdrawn. 

In view of above, each of presently pending claims in this application is in immediate 
condition for allowance. Accordingly, the Examiner is respectfully requested to withdraw the 
outstanding rejections of the claims and pass this application to issue. 

In the event that the transmittal form is separated from this document and the Patent and 
Trademark Office determines that an extension and/or other relief (such as payment of a fee 
under 37 CFR 1.17 (p)) is required, Applicants petition for any required relief including 
extensions of time and authorize the Commissioner to charge the cost of such petitions and/or 
other fees due in connection with the filing of this document to Deposit Account No. 03-1952 
referencing 361752002300 . 
Dated: August 3 1 , 2007 
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